II. Background
The WTO negotiates and adjudicates global trade rules. The dispute resolution system is at the heart of the WTO today; it is the judicial system of the WTO and of the global trading system. The WTO and its dispute resolution system are the successor to the older, much weaker GATT system and came into existence in 1995. For the first time in history, there is now a multilateral system that resolves trade disputes with binding decisions enforceable by sanctions. There is nothing else like it in the international economic arena today.
The basis of the dispute resolution system is the WTO's "Dispute Settlement Understanding" (DSU), one of the multilateral agreements that came to force in 1995. It establishes compulsory jurisdiction, binding decisions, and trade sanctions to enforce those decisions. The dispute resolution system applies all the rules found in the whole range of WTO trade agreements relating to agriculture, intellectual property, subsidies, services, investment measures, and merchandise trade, among others. 
B. Bush and Obama Administrations in the Dispute Resolution System
During the last presidential election, President Obama made much of his record for bringing legal actions against China and his aggressive use of the WTO legal process as a means of enforcing global trade obligations.
President Clinton actually brought a far larger number of cases before the WTO than did either President Bush or President Obama. Over eight years, President Clinton brought sixty-nine cases, whereas President Bush brought twenty-four cases. In five years, President Obama brought only thirteen cases. China was not a member of the WTO during President Clinton's administration. This decrease in number of cases brought subsequent to the Clinton years may well indicate that the United States is more satisfied today that trade obligations are being observed than in the earlier years of the WTO, as well as the possibility that the WTO has clarified many complex trade obligations.
Comparing President Bush's eight years and President Obama's first four years or so, it is clear that President Obama has been more aggressive than his predecessor. President Obama brought eight cases in four years compared to President Bush's seven cases in eight years. President Obama was much more focused on China in WTO 
C. China in the Dispute Resolution System
Almost immediately after its accession to the WTO in 2001, China became extremely knowledgeable in the WTO litigation process. In fact, China filed a case against the U.S. before the U.S. filed its onslaught of cases against China.
7 China and the U.S. have been major adversaries in the WTO's litigation process, but China's litigation has also involved other member states, such as the EU and Japan.
China has brought fourteen actions against WTO members. It brought nine cases against the U.S. and three against the EU. However, China has been brought before the WTO more often than it has brought cases. China has been a respondent in thirty-one cases. The U.S. brought fifteen cases, whereas the EU brought seven. Further, nine other cases have been filed, including those by Mexico and Japan. It should be noted that most of the cases brought against China were parallel actions to those filed by the U.S., although some were totally independent. Parallel actions are those that by-and-large mimic U.S. arguments and legal issues. They merely involve different countries with their own factspecific situations.
Of the twelve cases brought by China and concerning the U.S., five have been decided. The others are pending. China won three, and the U.S. prevailed in two. These cases almost exclusively involved dumping and safeguard issues. In the fifteen actions brought by the U.S. against China, the U.S. won all of the seven decided cases. The other cases are pending or inactive. The cases won by the U.S. involved, among other issues, intellectual property rights, dumping, and export controls. Therefore, in the twelve decided cases involving the U.S. and China, the U.S. won a total of nine cases, whereas China won three. 
IV. Conclusion
An analysis of all WTO cases filed in 2012 in The WTO Annual Report for 2013 shows that the U.S. filed five cases (requests for consultation), whereas China and Japan filed three each. 18 The main targets of all litigation were China (seven), the U.S. (six), and the EU (three). These areas could certainly benefit from greater multilateral-based solutions through the WTO, perhaps leading to trade agreements relating to direct investment (TRDI) and to international taxation (TRIT). These areas may even be subject to future litigation in the WTO under existing rules.
Challenges remain and are expected to continue. Those relating to the most important bilateral trade relations in the world today between the U.S. and China are set to grow as trade develops even more. Global transactions in a multijurisdictional world need a mechanism to resolve a wide range of business, trade, and economic issues. 43 In an increasingly interconnected trading system, and a less hierarchical political system, cooperation through diplomacy and adjudication is preferable to outright power-politics confrontation.
